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First PURE AND THEN REACEABLE.—James ili. 17. 

We (the Apostles) are of God: he who knows God, hearkens to us; he 
who is not of God, hearkens not to us. By this we know the Spint of 
Truth, and the Spirit of Error.—1 John iv. 16. 

Be mindful of the words before spoken by the Holy Prophets, and of the 
commandments of us, the Apostles of the Lord and Saviour.—2 Peter iii. 2. 


—_-— 


The Chaplain of the University and Baptism for the Remission 
of Sins. 
Charlottesville, Feb. 1836. 
Very Dear Brotruer:—Mr. Ryland’s long expected ser- 
mon against Baptism for Remission of Sins was preached on 
Sunday last to a large congregation. It was a labored effort 
on his part, though indeed, but weak in argument. Some 
are of opinion, that, unless answered, it will operate inju- 
riously to the truth. The major part of his argument, or 
rather, sophistry, was brought to bear on the Greek particle 
ac. This he translates “into,” then paraphrases the disputed 
passage “‘repent and be baptized into a confession of for- 
giveness, or into the doctrine of remission.” He cited 
many instances where the preposition eis occurs; and among 
these, were several in which it happens in connexion with 
baptism, where of necessity it must be rendered “‘into;” e. 
g.—“buried with Christ by baptism into his death”—“bap- 
tized into Moses,” &c. In relation to—“‘Except a man be 
born of water,” &c. he affirms that in his opinion, it does 
not mean water; “‘though,” says he, ‘my mind is not made 
up on this text.” He denies that the Apostle has any allu- 
sion to water when he says, ‘“‘we are saved by the washing 
of regeneration”—in a word, by quibbling and denying, he 
has done away every text relative to the design of Baptism. 
He makes it “a mere bodily act.” In his estimation “faith” 
is “alone” necessary to salvation. From the declaration of 
Paul, that he was not sent to baptize, he contends that bap- 
tism has no connexion with remission; he also concludes the 
same thing from the alleged fact, that the word baptize is 
not recorded as having been mentioned in any of Peter’s 
sermons. He put up a pitiful lamentation over the conse- 
quence of our view of Baptism, saying, ‘what will become 
of all the good and pious who have not been baptized!” 
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Eis Vindicated—the Body of Sin; its death and burial—Birth of 1, 
New Man— Mere Bodily Acts” —Salvations of the Apostacy—E'rho, 
tation to Clergymen. 
Dear Brotrner,—In making converts to the Religion of Jesus, and jy 

removing the prejudices of the unenlightened, let it be your chief ain 
to establish your hearers in the demonstration of the spirit and power - 
God. This you may do, by reasoning with them out of the scriptures 
which are the written (and at the present, alone contain the) demonsir. 
tions of the Holy Spirit, and the faithful record of God’s Almighty power 
put forth in the days of former years, for the confirmation of thé gospel 
which has ever been, despight the traditions of University Chaplains, th: 
power of God to the salvation of every one who believes it. If you preach 
thus, the faith of your converts will not “stand in the wisdom of men. 
but in the power of God.” As to the Chaplain, I fear, our friend is either 
very ignorant of the Christian Religion or dishonest. If he is not dis. 
honest, and, if he says so, we will not dispute the point—he is ignorant 
for no one who understands “the true doctrine,” as contained jn the 
scriptures, could hold the situation he holds, with a safe, honest and eood 
conscience. A man might just as well be Chaplain to the College of 
Cardinals, as Chaplain to an infidel University. Never did Apostle. 
Evangelist, Pastor or Teacher, hold such a degrading sinecure. Bu 
Baptist Clergymen can conscienciously do, what the humblest believer 
in primitive times would have scorned to do. If then, friend Ryland be 
honest, he must be very ignorant; hence, his “arguments” are mere “vain 
babblings,” and formidable only as they are calculated to mislead people 
as ignorant of the scriptures as himself. But if he deny that he is igno- 
rant, which we are not so ready to concede as the possibility of his being 
honest,—and if he maintain, that he has all wisdom and knowledge in 
these matters,—how is it, that Ais practice and that of the Apostolicals 
of the first century, are so egregiously at variance? Observing, then, 
this remarkable discrepancy between theories and practices, we cannot 
grant, that he is both scripturally intelligent aad honest. Let him make 
his election, and according to his choice, so treat him. 

But the people—the poor, unenlightened, misguided people—w hat is to 
become of them! For their suke, then, let us proceed to consider the sub- 
ject matter of your letter somewhat more at large.—Avnd, first, as to the 
Greek particle ecs. 

Concerning the Greek particles, McKnight (a Presbyterian Doctor) 
observes, “that in a translation of any discourse from one language into 
another, it is of the utmost importance that the meanings and powers of 
the connective parts (or particles) thereof, be properly expressed. In 
translating the books of the New Testament, it ought to be remembered, 
that the authors of these books being Jews, naturally used the Greek par- 
ticles and prepositions, not only im all the variety of their own signif- 
cations, but in the variety also of the significations of the corresponding 
Hebrew particles and prepositions. And of these various significa- 
tions, the one which best suits the passage where the particle is found, 
ought to be expressed in the translation; otherwise, the inspired writers 
train of thought will disappear, and the course of his reasoning be inter- 
rupted, perhaps inverted.” Epistles, Essay iv. 75, page 37. Particles. 

he following are among the “various significations” of the prepost- 
tion eo; viz. in, concerning, with, against, before, by, IN ORDER TO, at, 
towards. McKnight does not enumerate all its meanings here; the fore- 
ing are given by him, p. 40,41. You will observe that one significa- 
tion given is, “in order to.” This he sustains by Rom. 1, 17, where «« 
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s construed with the accusative, as ae sev eis pistin, in order to fartn. 
There are two other significations which he gives elsewhere, namely, 
jor, and into, in both of which examples it governs the acc.; as, Matt. 
XXVi. 28, ete agesty anaprcwy eis aphesin amaruoon, which King James’ 
translators have rendered “ror the remission of sins;” and, Rom. vi. 3. 
ne yoworoy eis christon inte Christ. You may fearlessly deny, and chal- 
lenze the proof to the contrary—that co ever, either in classical or New 
Testament Greek, signifies, “into a confession of forgiveness of” or “into 
the doctrine of.” No scholar would attempt to deny, that eo has “into” 
for one of its significations, but the Chaplain’s meanings, as stated, are 
oo outré for a serious refutation. 

But, Query—how are we to determine which of the various signifi- 
cations of eis best suits the passage in which it may be found? Thomas 


H. Horne, a high authority in the orthodox world, says; the sense of 


words and phrases ought to be ascertained, frem those texts, in which it 
is clear and undoubted from the connexion, or from the nature of the 
subject to which they are applied; and this should determine their signi- 
fcation, in places were there are no circumstances, by which it can be 
ascertained with certainty. The clear meaning of a phrase, in any part 
of the seriptures, has great authority for determining its sense in any 
other part where its signification is doubtful.” Vol. 3 p. 503. 

Will friend Ryland condescend in the fulness of his knowledge to ad- 
duce a single seripture pirase in which ets occurs in the original, where 
the clear meaning of the preposition is “into the confession of the for- 
eiveness of?”’—But we can adduce two passages in which the clear 
meaning of eis is “for,” and “in order to;” either of which will sustain, 
Acts 2, 38, in its simple, original, apostolic and unsophisticated meaning, 
namely, baptism (not immersion,) for the remission of sins. ‘Turn then 
to Matt. xxvi. 28, where it reads—“this is my blood of the New Testa- 
ment, which is shed for many, FOR (ec) the remission of sins.” Here 

two places then in which the same phrase occurs—the one, indeed, 
almitted without dispute as quite correct; the other, rejected and tor- 
tured into every shape and meaning, foreign to that which thé context 
aud grammar impose upon it! And all this for the obvious reason, that 
the rue meaning of the phrase in Acts 2, 38, goes to overturn all the 
false gospels of the Apostacy; so true is it, that men will at any time 
rather murder the Son of God, and destroy the truth from the earth, than 
«knowledge their errors by giving up their opinions. 

Mr. Horne, afier Adam Clarke, renders the phrase e7s aphesin in Mat- 
thew, thus, for the taking away of sins. On this passage, he cites the 
flowing literal translation and paraphrase, which, he says, does not 
exceed its meaning:— “For this is ruat blood of mine which was pointed 
out by all the sacrifices under the Jewish law, and particularly by the 
shedding and sprinkling of the blood of the paschal lamb; that blood of 
the sacrifice, slain for the ratification of the new covenant; THE blood 
realy to be powred out for the multitudes, the whole Gentile world as 
well as the Jews, ror the taking away of sins,” p. 508, vol. 2. Now 
this translation, being acknowledged as orthodox in Matthew, as the 
clear and obvious meaning of eo adeswy ayaortww eis aphesin amartioon, 
let us see how it will read in the disputed passage—“repent and be bap- 
lized every one of you, in the name of Jesus Christ, for the taking 
away of sins,” i. e. of the sins of every one or each of you. ‘This is very 
clear indeed. But let us render the passage in Matthew by the Chap- 
lain’s translation of eis—‘this is my blood.’ the blood of the new institu- 
ton, shed for many, into a confession of the forgiveness of sins, or into 
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the doctrine of remission of sins!! Why, how is this? Friend Rylarg 
and his prompters say, that eis aphesin amartioon in the Acts. shou 
read in connexion, “‘be baptized into a confession of the forgivenes , 
sins” —yet the rule will only work one way! What shall we say of 9. 
criticisms? Why, that its all fudge. ; 
Doctor McKnight gives “in order to” as one of the “various sions 
cations” of eis; and, as we have said, cites Rom. i. 17, in which tex: ., 
meaning is clear and established. If we substituted it in the plac» 
“for” in the Acts, it will make good sense, as well as in the passave g 
Matthew. “Be baptized in order to remission of sins”—“this js » 
blood, shed for many, in order to remiSsion of sins’—“‘in order to fain) 
Here the rule works well; the rendering does no violence to any of they 
phrases. So much then for the grammatical signification of eis, le y 
now turn to its bearing upon the doctrine taught in these passaves, 
Seeing that eis aphesin amartioon occurs both in Matthew and inty 
Acts, how are we to determine its doctrinal import in the two texts! | 


reply from the scripture teaching of the Holy Spirit concerning i § 


blood and the water, ‘The Spirit teaches that “without the shedding « 
blood, there is no remission.” The answer to the question then—hovw » 
the remission of sins to be procureD for the race of mankind—is, by i. 
shedding of the blood of Jesus; when, therefore, Jesus said, “this is my 
blood shed for many, for the remission of sins”’—the Holy Spirit teactys 
that it was shed in order to procure the remission of sins generally, « 
for the many of the race of man. Well, then, as he teaches but om 
general procuring cause of remission, it is plain, that, in the dispued 
passage, eis aphesin amartioon in connexion with water, and allied, a 
it is, With an individual injunction, “be each of you”—must have ar 
stricted meaning. In this particular restricted, or individual sense, thes, 
baptism, or, the combined application of blood and water to the case of 
a believer, is the frocuring cause of remission of sins to such a pers 
submitting to be baptized into Christ. And this accords with what \ 
Holy Spirit teaches in connexion with water—“Every one, or he the 
believes and is baptized shall be saved, i.e. from his sins. ‘And yu 
shall call his name Jesus,’ said Gabriel, ‘for he shall save his people trom 
their sins’—how will he save them? In the way, or by the means, 
commanded his Apostles to set forth in the proclamation which they 
were to make ‘lo every creature.” Now, mark this, | pray you, te 
in whatever PHRASEOLOGY the Apostles announced FORGIVENESS 
sins, it was always in SUBSTANCE the same as contained in the ow 
MISSION, as it iscalled, ‘The procuring cause of remission is fi7st, GEN® 
RAL; secondly, particuLaR. The general procuring cause of remissic! 
is the blood of Jesus, shed for many;—the particular procuring cause | 
the immersion in water of the individual who believes in the gener 
procuring cause—thus, remission of sins is procured to him, not by) 
own merit, nor by works of righteousness, but by the means appoinie’ 
of God, for the application or communication of the sin-remitting bleed 
of Jesus to the hearts or conscience of individuals. ‘These means bring 
the benefits derivable from the sacrificial blood to every man’s door, * 
that if he wish to procure, obtain, or enjoy the pardon of his sins, he hes 
nothing else to do but to believe in Jesus as the propitiation for sin 4ND 
be immersed on the good confession. If he would obtain eternal life, he mus 
live obediently the rest of his days. You will observe then, that the blood « 
_ Jesus is efficacious enough to impart remission to the whole world, \/ ™ 
whole world choose to accept the terms; but that none of the many, ™ 
whom it was shed, can possibly derive any benefit from the blood, us 
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they will consent to use the means God has appointed—these means, it can- 
not be repeated too often, are belief AND baptism. But, alas! who now be- 
ijeves the report? The Chaplain s lamentation over Ais unbaptized, “good 
and pious,” will weigh more with the unthinking multitude than a thou- 
cand arguments sustained by the teaching of the Holy Spirit in the word. 
~ The Chaplain, like all his orthodox contemporaries, is biassed against 
ynmixed truth by the implicit obedience he yields to the dogmas of his 
sect. Hence, he neither can nor dare explain the scriptures, except in 
accordance with the dark and ambiguous traditions of the section of the 
Apostacy to which he belongs. “Truth,” says Mr. Locke, “is all 
simple, all pure, will bear no mixture of any thing else with it.’ To 
think of every thing just as i is in itself, is the proper business of 
the understanding. Nobody will be at such open defiance with com- 
mon sense, as to profess that we should not endeavor to know, and 
think of things as they are in themselves, and yet there is nothing 
more frequent than to do the contrary; and men are apt to excuse 
themselves, and think they have reason to do so, if they have but a pre- 
tence that it is for God, or a good cause; that is, in effect, for themselves, 
their own persuasion or party: for to these in their turns the several sects 
of men, especially in matters of religion, entitle God and a good cause. 
“We should keep,” continues he, “a perfect indifferency for all opinions, 
not wish any of them true, or try to make them appear so; but being in- 
different, receive and embrace them according as evidence, and that alone 
gives the attestation of truth. They that do not keep up this indifferency 
m themselves for all Bur truth, not supposed, but evidenced in them- 
selves, put colored spectacles before their eyes, and look on things through 
false glasses, and then think themselves excused.” Now the Chaplain 
peers through the false medium of orthodox divinity at the doctrine of 
Christ, just as if he could interpret it by the lying doctrine of Anti- 


christ! Antichristian Rabbies have agreed to teach that a man is par- 
doned before he obeys in a single item, that is, before he is baptized; now 
seeing that sa/ration from sins in the COMMISSION and remission of sins, 
in Acts ii, 35, is put afler baptism; they have no way of saving their 
traditions from perdition, but by rendering the passages in conformity 
with what they have agreed to teach. Hence, they say, a man is not 


haptized in order to, or for, remission or pardon of sins, but into a con- 
fession that his sins have been remitted; in other words, into the confes- 
sion of a lie against the Holy Spirit With this their view before us, 
it is obvious, that their converts are built on the foundation of Rabbies 
and Chaplains, antichrist himself being the chief corner stone, instead of 
the “foundation of the Apostles and Prophets, Jesus himself the Christ 
being the chief corner stone.” ‘Thus it is, that Rabbi Ryland and his 
brethren, prove themselves “wolves in sheep’s clothing;” for they profess 
to sustain the lamb-like character of “Apostles and ministers of Christ,” 
while they devour the flock, fleece and all, (by cozening them out of 
their money and eternal life, selling that for wholesome bread, which is 
nothing but hard and mouldy crusts,) with the rapacity of hungry and 
ravening wolves. And we “reformers” are so wonderfully charitable, 
that, though we acknowledge they are perverting the gospel of Christ 
and making merchandize of it, we can fellowship them as “brethren,” 
and are quite ready to admit that the converts to their false gospels are 
on the right foundation and disciples in Christ—if this be so, then indeed, 
is truth a lie, and a lie truth!!! Such a fellowship is a brotherhood of 
iniquity—and if “reformers” be indeed their “brethren,” they are all 
brothers in Antichrist. Let us reflect on this. 
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If the Pharisees will have eis to mean inéo in the disputed passa» 
their cause would gain no strength from the concession. Let us see—,, 
pent and be baptized info remission of sins. Query, if the 3,000 wep 
in a state of remission as soon as they believed, what Peter said concer. 
ing Jesus, what sense was there in Peter commanding them to be hy.. 
tized into remission? Divines say their sins were already rem): 
surely they will not be so doltish as to deny that they were iN @ State of 
remission when their sins were remitted; and therefore, in the very ¢, 
trine too; for they believed it! But if they were to be baptized jy) 
remission, then the remission was consequent and not antecedent to ba». 
tism; and every one who refused to be baptized, although he believed « 
that Peter said, derived no benefit from his belief. One passage reterp< 
to in Romans, sustains this doctrine. ‘“ We,” Christians, “have bee 
buried together with him by baptism info his death,” Macknight. W, 
what did Christ Jesus die for? ‘He died for sin once.” 'T’o be bur 
or planted then, in the likeness of his death, is to be buried or planted \y 
some medium on account of our sins. About the medium there js », 
dispute, except with Quakers, who reject water from all connexion wit 
the religion of Christ in these days. Well, then, as Christ died for sip 
we die to sin, when we believe the word of the truth of the gospel ep. 
cerning a crucified Christ. Here then, the body of sin is killed, put w 
death by the sharp two-edged sword of truth; but the dead and loathisony 
carcase still cleaves to us, in all its leprous and putrifying deformity— 
the question now arises, how is it to be got rid of? He who inflice 
the mortal wound upon it, has provided means by which it may be pu 
out of sight. The Body of Sin is to be put into a watery grave. Ss 
brought Jesus into the tomb of Joseph, and sin brings the Body of §) 
into the grave of water. But sin did not bring Jesus forth from the tom 
it was his own righteousness in the eye of his Father, by whose spirit or 
power he was raised from the dead. Had he himself been a sinner, )» 
would have gone to corruption. When he arose to a new and never 
ending life, he was healed of the sin-leprosy which caused his deat) 
Well, we have seen, that this same disease, the sin leprosy—carries us 
into the watery grave; from which we rise again, as morally sound, and 
whole, as the flesh of the seven-times-dipped Naaman of Syria. W: 
leave the body of sin dead, buried, planted, drowned in the flood. Now 
the reason that the body of sin is first crucified or put to death, and the 
buried, is, says Paul, “that it might be rendered inactive, in order that wi 
may not any longer as slaves serve sin.” Belief in the resurrection of 
Jesus brings us torth from our grave; for if we believe not this, then 
says Paul, “your faith is vain, ye are yet in your sins’—if a man does 
not believe this fact, though Jesus be actually raised, in relation to tha! 
man, he is not raised, and therefore, he derives no benefit from the even! 
“Jesus was delivered,” or put to death “for our offences, and raised again 
for our justification,” remission, righteousness, pardon, salvation or re- 
lease from sin. Hence, although one man may immerse in water, and 
raise from it again another who is ignorant, and therefore, does not know 
these things, that person is indeed buried and raised again, but he comes 
out of the water as he went in, with the loathsome body of sin cleaving 
with the tenacity of a leprosy to him. Such a person has not been 
buried and raised with Christ. McKnight observes on this passage— 
“Christ’s baptism was not the baptism of repentance; for he never con- 
mitted any sin, bit he submitted to be baptized, i. e. to be buried under 
the water by John, and to be raised out of it again as an emblem of his 
future death and resurrection. In like manner the baptism of believers !s 
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apy emblematical of their own death, burial and resurrection.” I would add, iF 
~. on account of sins, and to a new life; for so Paul teaches—see note on p. . 
Nene 85, This is a remarkable admission for a baby sprinkler! is 






Now, we freely admit, that the Old Man or Body of Sin, is slain, cru- 
cified, or put to death, by the belief of the truth; for no one would be- 
come dead to sin, unless he were conet anced of its exceeding sinfulness in 
the sight of God, and the awful consequences to himself, if he persist 
therein. Nor is there any means of convincing him of sin, except by 
the testimony, the wrtt/en tesumony of the Holy Spirit contained in the 
sacred writings. ‘The same testimony spoken convinced the primitive 
believers; the only ditlerence between our case and theirs is, that the evi- 
dence saluted their eyes and ears, primarily; it salutes ours secondarily; iy 
they saw the miracles and heard the words of the Holy Spirit from the 
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lips of inspired men; we see when we read, and hear when it is read, the 
written report of the same things. But, though we admit, that the 








sword of the Spirit slays the body of sin, we deny that the sword of the 
Spirit buries the body of sin in any other medium than wader. It has 

opened a grave for the body of sin which is not. buried, until covered 4 
with the daplismal or Christo-sanguineous water. He that is only con- . 
yinced of sin, and proceeds no further, upon his — of sin a wound 
only has been inflicted which may never prove mortal so as to destroy 






the body of sin, though it may destroy himself “with an everlasting 






= destruction from the presence of the Lord.” For a man to be “freed 
from sin” and so justified, the body of sin must be crucified and buried. if ij 
So soon, then, as the true believer rises from the water, he emerges thence 17 
nro the state of remission, if the Rabbis will have eis so rendered. He 
is baptized, if they will, into remission, which, | imagine, amounts to the if 









same th ng as being baptized for remisston. ‘The first breath he draws, 

afier he rises from the watery grave, is the inspiration of a new born 

babe in Christ, the last breath he respired before his burial in the water 

was the respiration of a sinner; the dividing line, therefore, between the ; 

body of sin and death, or the Old Man, called also the body of the sins ft 

of the flesh—and the body of Christ or the New Man is ¢he act of burial 
3 
4 








to the one and of birth to the other; AND THAT ACT IS BAPTISM. 

Now, if this be so, what a hideous, what a deformed, loathsome and 
leprous picture, must the motley congregations of the age present to the 
eyes of him to whom things visible and invisible are apparent! We see 
churches with the eye of sense, and below the surface we cannot pene- 
trate, except by the light of Seripture, which enables us also to see their / 

: 







putrid moral condition by comparing their practices with the Word. If 
then we can discern their gangrenousness, what shall be said of their 
appearance in the sight of God? ‘The Chaplain’s “good and pious” un- 
baptized people, who look so pure am! beautiful in the sight of his sta- 
phylomatous ophthalmics are precisely in wie sight of the Omniscient, 
what the Scriptures represent them—their bodies of sin are wounded, 
but they carry them about with them, and down to the grave uncrucified 
and unburied. The leprosy of sin cleaves inveterately to them; hence 
they are fit only to be ejected from the congregation of the pure and holy. 
They are unclean, unclean, and fit only for the fellowship of unclean | 
Chaplains and their order. To be “born of water and the spirit” is ‘ie 
precisely the same thing as to “believe and be baptized,”—“the washing | 
(or bath, Xovroov) of regeneration and the renewing of the Holy Spirit,” 
also signify the same thing:— The commission is the constitutional inter- 
preter of all these passages. For “the heart to be sprinkled from an evil 
conscience and the body washed with pure water,” is to believe in the 
























# na 
+ - nm 
: “ 

es 
. 
+ 

e 


me ae eS 
heat ac? 


on 
Be Pics 


a. 


ar 
~~ 


+ ae ae 
"9 


fi 


4 


= fs G2: 


7 = 


ty 


“ae % 
~s 
‘ : 
- . ~> 
See 
“nag "i % 
Pee” Ties i a 
. - ‘ nner” 
4 


ae 
Ne Aad 
+5 


es ea 


eee hs 
ae ere 
* an a 


es 
n- 


oe 
ty 


=. 
- 


» 
Sor 
i eee 


* ee oer 
art 


~, ee, 
rg 


ert 


es 


3 
~, > 
OR. aga 
oe eee 
a Ore 


iy 

‘a Ps £8 TES Ken 

a +? r 
ero ag a 


en ae 
es 





Se peewee SS 





272 


blood of sprinkling, and to be baptized in the waters of purificatioy 
made pnrifying, by being used in connexion with faith in the blog 
of Jesus. ill the Chaplain say, that a man who truly believes ang jc 
baptized, is not regenerated? I mean regenerated in the scripture seny 
A man may be regenerated in a sectarian sense before baptism or belje; 

either. Dr. McKnight’s note, on 1 Cor. 1. 17, (hath not sent me to bay. 

tize,) is this—“the Apostles being endued with the highest degree of jy. 

spiration and miraculous powers, had the office of preaching commit; 

to them rather than that of baptizing, because they were best qualified 

for converting TD a, Pm world, and had not time to give the eop. 

verted (convinced) either before or after their baptism, such particula; 

instruction as their former ignorance rendered necessary. ‘These oilices. 

therefore, were committed to the inferior ministers of the word,” p. 144. 

The Apostles, then ordered the believers to be baptized, and some of 
their companions performed it. Remember the commission, elie aj; 

haptism for salvation or pardon. Dr. McKnight and the Chaplain ap 

at issue here. Suppose Peter did not mention baptism in his discourse. 

what does that prove? Why, that he never dreamed of calling on thy 

people to be baptized until he had convinced them. But did he never 

mention it in his interviews with the people? Yea, verily; for those who 

received the word, or instructions, with readiness, were baptized—Acis 
2.42. The household of Cornelius again, he commanded all who heard 

the word to be baptized; and in one of his Epistles, says, that baptism 
saves us as the deluge did Noah! Peter 3, 21.—After this, the Chaplain 
had better put his head under a bushel and cease to oppose the gospel — 
Conviction is not conversion; but conviction and conversion are tanta- 
mount to belief and baptism. Never forget the commission which is the 
Constitution or Magna Charta of the littlhe Monarchy of Jesus—smal| 
at present, but destined when he comes again to fill the whole earth. 

f the immersion of a believer in human tradition be baptism, then 
indeed, | agree with the Chaplain, that “baptism is a mere bodily act;” 
nay, | will go further, and contend with him, that baptism, so defined, 
has nothing at all to do with remission of sins; unless, indeed, it can bx 
shown, that.without human tradition there is no remission: then, truly, 
I should be compelled to differ from him, solely on account of the gram- 
matical construction of the passages in which baptism oceurs. But, 
seeing, that to be baptized, requires both belief and immersion—belief, 
not in human tradition, but in the blood of Jesus, which was shed for the 
remission of sins,—I cannot but smile at his simplicity in echoing Mr. 
Broaddus’ sentiment, (I ne that baptism is a mere bodily act. Bap- 
tism is a compound action; both bodily and mental. The immersion of 
a dead body, would be a mere bodily act; and so would the immersion of 
one, whose “ Body of the Sins of the FYesh” had not been slain or cruci- 
fied by the two-edged-sword of the spirit—the Word of God. But if 
that Body were crucified by the belief of the truth, as it is in, or concern- 
ing Jesus, and, in obedience to his command, it were buried in the 
watery grave of sin,—in this case, we deny that baptism is a mere bodily 
act—it is bodily indeed, in relation to the body, with which body Paul 
exhorts us to “glorify God” —and it is mental, in relation to the mind. 
with which we believe. The Apostolic proclamation—“He that shall 
believe and be baptized shall be saved”—is addressed to the minds and 
bodies of men; so that, by obeying it, they may with their “whole per- 
son, the spirit, and the soul, and the body,” fulfil the will of God in the 
spirit and letter of his law. 

As to that doctrine of Antichrist, salvation by faith alone, little need 
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be said concerning it. In the Apostacy there are three salvations; e. g. 
1. Salvation without either faith or baptism;—2. Salvation by faith 
alone; and, 3. Salvation by water alone!!! If the Holy Spirit means 
what he says in the scripture, these salvations are nothing less than 
emanations from the Father of Lies; mere fables, or rather cheats, b 
which to deceive the ignorant, unwary and thoughtless multitude. It is 
sufficient on this topic to quote the words of an Apostle—“ what is the ad- 
vantage; if any one say he have faith, but have not works? Can faith 
save him? Faith, if it have not works, is dead, being alone. By works 
Abraham’s faith was perfected. By works a man is justified, and not 
by faith only.” James ii. 14, 26. 

Let not friend ‘‘Onoma” Ryland be offended at these remarks. They 
are dictated in sorrow for his opposition to The Truth. His oppugna- 
tion, however, is as fruitless as it is feeble. Simple, unmixed truth is 
omnipotent. He had better, therefore, take the advice of the Jewish 
Senator, and cease to oppose; lest haply he be found fighting against 
God. We would say to our misguided friend and others, resign your 
antichristian office, renounce the clerical order, apply yourself to the 
practice of some honest trade or profession for necessary uses, (Pet. 3, 
14,) commence the study of the scriptures with an indifferency to every 
thing buf truth, be baptized with something more efficacious than a mere 
outward bodily act, imitate the faith, the obedience, the disinterested de- 
votion, the self-denial, the courage, the Christian honesty and noble- 
mindedness of the Apostles, contend earnestly for the faith they delivered 
to the holy ones, and persevere in well doing, the rest of your days—so 
shall you lay hold of eternal life, and obtain “a crown of righteousness, 
which the Lord, the righteous judge, will deliver to you at that day; and 
not to you only, but also to all them who love his appearing.” 2 Tim. 
4,8.—That this may be our lot, is the ardent hope of your brother in the 
faith. Te Eprror. 


Brother Campbell’s Ultimatum or The “Stripling’? and the 
Giant, 


We should keep a perfect indifference for all opinions, not wish any of 
them true, or try to make them appear so; but being indifferent, receive 
and embrace them according to evidence, and that alone gives the attes- 
tation of truth.—Locke, 


The sentiment contained in this citation, though difficult, I studiously 
endeavor to adhere to. There is no article of belief, no peculiarity of 
view, nor a single item of opinion I hold as true or related to truth, that 
I wish to be so, or would make to appear, contrary to the attestation of 
evidence. As to what the worid or the church believes, or who it is that 
pleads their cause, I am superlatively indifferent, if that belief or that 
cause relate to the meaning of tat Worn or Trutu. Truth is too 
uncompromising and majestic to bend to the ignoble conceptions or 
opinions of man. She reduces every thing to her own standard; she 
is the illuminatrix-of our race; and she floods men’s minds with most 
light, when they approximate most nearly to her fountain of living wa- 
ters. If then, one stand up a head and shoulders above the people, and 
wield with the strength of a giant, a spear like a weaver’s beam; though 
he challenge the world with a voice of seven thunders, and strike terror 
into his opponerits by repeated defeats, past, present, and prospective— 
the searcher after truth, though as impotent as “a stripling,” should be- 
lieve ~—s because of the renown of its champion, nor reject any thing 
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because of the namelessness of its advocate, but give his unbiassed jud 
ment, for or against, according to the scripture evidence in the case. 

By this time, many of our readers will have perused Brother Camp. 
bell’s last against the practice of re-immersion. I need not reiterate my 
feelings of attachment to our beloved brother; they are expressed in black 
and white, on the pages of the Harbinger. They are unaltered, and | 
trust unalterable. Some imagine there is a coolness between us—and 
why ?—Because we differ in opinion as to the expediency of carrying out 
into practice an affair upon which we are both agreed in theory! How 
foolish! What! cannot two brethren differ, and oppose ene another on a 

uestion of conceived importance to men, without a mutual alienation of 
eeling? If others cannot, I can; and I am persuaded Brother Campbell 
can do so too. Without flattering Brother Campbell, and | believe | 
have hitherto proved myself to be no flatterer,—I eve no hesitation in 
saying, that there is no man in this country, to whom the citizens of 
these United States owe ‘a greater debt of gratitude, than to Alexander 
Campbell. I will not degrade him by putting him on a level with the 
political demigods of the land, whom the devotion of the men of past 
and present times has apotheosized; no, he is a Christian—a title, more 
dignified than that of Seraph; and therefore, on him who sustains it asa 
“genuine son,” it confers transcendantly more honor, glory and renown, 
‘than any of the “blushing honors” of an apostate world. ‘The meanest 
of Heaven’s citizen-kings is more truly noble than the monarch of the 
mightiest realm. To say, then, that Brother Campbell is not the mean- 
est, is to do him more real honor, than to style him the most learned, sa- 
gacious, and intelligent of the worldly wise. 

But, should a high estimation of a Christian Brother’s excellent learn- 
ing, /ogical attainments, biblical knowledge, depth of judgement, and 
terrific controversial powers, throw his brethren mto a panic, and para- 
lyse their exertions in searching for the truth, and in urging it upon the 
attention of others; lest by doing so, they should happen to differ or plead 
for things deemed inexpedient or erroneous in the opinion of said brother? 
If this position were to be established among any people, it would amount 
to the same thing as having a human creed; not, indeed, on the leaves of 
a book, but in a living head. Now, 1 know, Bro. C. discountenances 
every thing like this; but I also know the tendeney there is in Mother 
Carey’s chickens, to follow in the wake of a great ship.* Let our readers 
then, I mean of the Harbinger and Advocate, in forming a judgement 
upon the question at issue, forget that such persons exist as A. Campbell 
and J. Thomas, and attend to what is said, and leave us and our “man- 
ners” to shift for ourselves. 

The article before me consists of seven pages and a half of desultory 
remarks upon me and some matters quite secondary to the main point at 
issue. As far as they relate to me, they are sarcastic. Of this I don't 
complain; I take it all in good part: Our readers will remember, however, 
that there is no argument in this. I muy be very illogical, playful upon 
words, sport with language, a young convert, a stripling in the kingdom, 
ardent, sanguine, &c.—but, with all this, the question remains untouched 





* Those who have been at sea will understand this allusion. The 
birds are a small fowl! which hover in the stern draught or wake of ves- 
sels. ‘The suilors call them “Mother Carey’s Chickens.” ‘They do not 
follow the track of a barge, pinnace, or smaii boat. They hold the same 


—— to ships, as dogs do to their masters’ tables, or the people to their 
ers. 
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as to the mecessity of the members of the “Barnist Apostacy” being 
cleansed by a bath of water in connexion with the word on their coming 
out of that district of Babylon. As to the tout ensemble of the article 
aforesaid, I am authorized by brethren within the range of my acquain- 
tance, who have not been re-immersed, to observe, that it is unsatisfactory; 
because calculated rather to divert the reader’s attention from the point 
than to convince the judgement. It is as dust to the eyes; it may blind, 
but it cannot enlighten. For my own part, I see below the surface a 
something which the writer contemplates with much alarm. What the 
apparition may be, our brother, who deems the agitation of the subject 
“inexpedient” at this time, best knows. But the same premises not being 
before my mind that are before his, he must excuse me, if I follow my 
darkness visible, rather than his latent light. 

[ would make some very brief remarks on a few particulars in this 
article. Ido not inform my readers that those re-immersed by me and 
others “were unbelievers until about the time of their re-immersion.” At 
the time of their first immersion, their faith, or rather assent, outstripped 
their evidence; and, if they assented to the proposition, “I believe in 
Christ,” they knew not why. At that time, they assented to the “doc- 
trine of men,” which had transmuted the gospel into “another gospel;” 
like to which, they have since discovered, none is to be found in the 
scriptures of truth:—that into a Christ and on an assent to a gospel, they 
had been immersed; but having subsequently had their minds directed to 
the true Christ, and to the one only true gospel as announced by the 
Apostles, by Brother Campbell (and may his memory be ever held in 
grateful remembrance for this same thing,) they determined (and who 
would not,) to embrace it, as far as they could. They accordingly came 
out of the ‘Baptist Apostacy,” but with “the Body of the Sins of the 
Flesh” adherent to them. ‘Their consciences became uneasy as to their 
first immersion; but a few comforting remarks in the Harbinger tran- 
quillized their fears, until the Advocate aroused them from their slumber, 
and induced them to bury “the Old Man” in the watery grave of sin. 
This is a brief history of their journey from Babylon to Jerusalem, and 
of their putting off Antichrist, that they might put on Jesus as the Mes- 
siah. Notwithstanding all that has been said against it, they stand un- 
shaken, and rejoicing in the hope of immortality, to which they expect 
to attain by walking worthily hereafter. 

I admit, that “Messiah has had a kingdom in the world,” through all 
centuries since his ascension; but I am far from admitting, that sprin- 
kled “Protestants” are citizens thereof. Our brother is quite welcome to 
all the charity he claims growing out of my destitution of that commo- 
dity of religious merchandize. It is asked, if the agitation of this ques- 
tion is for the purpose of rendering “our cause as unpopular as possible, 
by making it appear to be all about wa/er?”—This is not quite ingenu- 
ous. Surely, there can be no mistake as to what we are contending 
about! The question should have been worded, by making it appear to 
be all about faith? It is against the value of water we plead, unless 
that water be used in connexion with faith in the blood of Jesus, i.e. a 
belief of the testimony of the Holy Spirit concerning the shedding of the 
blood of Jesus for the remission of sins. As to the popularity of our 
cause, I believe, if it becomes so now, it will be at the sacrifice of purity 
and truth; for these divine gems are now of little value in the religious 
world. It has always been the fate of the religion of Jesus to decline in 
efficiency as its name became popular. That it will be popular in a few 


years, there is nodoubt. It will not be by our efforts though. Physical — 
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displays of Jehovah’s omnipotence by overturning the kiagdom 
olin in Messiah, called the caahinn bare his ~-% the a a 
will be the efficient cause of its ascendancy. The work before us is plaip. 
ly set forth in Rev. xix., it is, THE PREPARATION OF HE 

HURCH TO RECEIVE HER RETURNING LORD. 7;,, 
is too much neglected for the business of proselyting. And if our dea: 
brother feels called to the work of converting the world at this late period 
of “the times of the Gentiles,” he will allow me to use his words ang 
say, that I feel “called to the work” of contributing my humble efforts ty 
the conversion of those who pretend to have been “converted,” and of 
building up the faithful in their most holy faith. We should depend 
more upon the body for the increase of itself If a church of one hun. 
dred adults were well grounded in the faith, and were to demean them. 
selves as becometh saints, they could not fail in ten years to trible their 
numbers; but while the labors of the brethren are expended on the world, 
the members are in full retreat to the chambers of night. 

The truth, if known, digested and believed, will produce feeling; ang 
that feeling will be chastened by its influence, and duly developed in acts 
of prescribed devotion to God the Father and our Lord Jesus Christ: 
and of benificence to our neighbor, be he alien or citizen of the kingdom. 
I am as much for feeling, in its proper place, as our feeling brother. 
though, perhaps, I may not be so fortunate or exuberant in its expression 
as he. But, lest | show too much feeling in relation to these feeling in. 
sinuations, I will pass on. 

As to Messrs. Seana and Newton, and the Priest of Moloch or Sa- 
turn, who is represented as having devoured his children as soon as born: 
I have this to say, without hesitation, that the principle wpon which the 
observation is based, I believe to he true. I do not compare the morality 
of such men to the murderous priests of Moloch; although I might take 
up the excuse made for Messrs. H. & N. and say, that these priests, as 
they of the second daughter of Rome—the Church of England—acted 
according to their knowledge, or rather the want of it. If the priests of 
Moloch were aliens to Israel under the law, so are Messrs. Harvey and 
Newton to the Israel under the gospel: the one, therefore, has no more 
right to administer under the gospel, than the other had under the law. 
[t will not do to introduce “feeling” here; they were episcopally moral 
and excellent men; they have left many pleasing and well written vo- 
lumes of human tradition; but the citizenship of heaven is neither a mat- 
ter of extraneous feeling, sincere errorism, nor of godly-book-making. 
By their “presence,” then, 1 am by no means “abashed.” This may 
not please “professors,” but inasmuch as I was requested to say some- 
thing on the administrators of ordinances, as we had some immersed 
professors of Methodism communing with us, and taking the law as the 
shadow of the gospel substance, and knowing there could be no shade 
where there was no reality—i illustrated the principle aforesaid, by the 
relations of ancient aliens to the House of God. The inference, I be- 
lieved, was contained in the premises, and therefore, I feared not to affirm 
it. The notes of exclamation of our charitable brother have not con- 
vinced me to the contrary. / 

Paul says, “if we, or a messenger from heaven, declare a gospel to 

ou, different from what we have declared to you, let him be accursed.” 
will show, from our good brother’s own writings, that the popular 
prenchers declare “another gospel.” ‘The popular preachers,” saith he, 
‘preach another gospel and another baptism. Theirs is the gospel of 
the Holy Spirit and the baptism of the Holy Spirit. Theirs is a specu- 
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lative gospel about s iritual operations—cold and INopERaTive.” Ster. 
Ed. Chr. Bapt. p. 656, col. 2, 1. 25, from above. The popular preachers, 
then, do not preach the same 7 as Paul declared. If, then, Paul 

ronounces an angel accursed should he commit such a crime, is it not 
“in accordance with logic” to say, that his anathema applies to the popu- 
lar preachers, and that they are “accursed” by him? Let the reader 


judge. Is not every other gospel extant since the apostles’ days from be- 


neath? The true gospel is from above; and between them there is no 
more fellowship, than between Christ and Belial. Ifthe gospel of Christ, 
then, be heavenly, all counterfeits must be “diabolical.” A diabolical or 
other gospel must have accursed preachers; we don’t question their sin- 
cerity, but sincerity will not convert a preacher of “another gospel” into 
a preacher of the true: they appear like “angels of light,” and doubtless 
they and their friends think they are so; but the scripture reveals them 
in their true character, as ‘‘the transformed ministers of Satan.” 

I would ask, is an immersed Atheist baptized?—lIf he is baptized then, 
he is “in Christ,” i. e. a Christian. Who will venture to affirm this? 
Then baptism is something more than immersion, or immersion is some- 
thing Jess than baptism. What is wanting then to the baptism of such 
aperson? A belief in the being of a God? Something more than this. 
A belief in a Messiah? Something more than this. A belief that the 
shedding of blood is necessary to remission? Something more than this. 
A declaration that he “believes in Jesus?” We say, something more 
than this; for a man may declare this, and know nothing at all about 
him; or he may affirm, that he was indeed the Christ that was to come, 
the Son of God, in a certain sense, but nothing more, in reality, than the 
son of Joseph and Mary. Now, as this is contrary to scripture evidence, 
it is clear, that in whatever Jesus he believes, it is not the Jesus whose 
witnesses were the Apostles. What then is wanting in the case? We 
reply, a full assurance of ffith, that Jesus the Nazarene is the Christ, the 
Son of God, the Living One; that he died for (his blood being shed for 
the remission of) our sins, according to the scriptures; that he was bu- 
ried, and that he rose again the third day, according to the scriptures. 
And this assurance must precede and not follow immersion to make it 
baptism. A man, I conceive, may believe that Jesus is the Son of God, 
in the scripture sense, and that he rose from the dead, and upon this be- 
lief be immersed, and yet not be baptized. For, if there be “no remis- 
sion without the shedding of blood,” and seeing that so much stress 
is laid upon his blood by Jesus himself and his Apostles, it is clear, that 
there is one thing lacking yet, if a belief in the sin-remitting efficacy of 
the blood of Jesus be wanting. Well, then, belief in this is absolutely 
hecessary to constitute an immersed person, a baptized one; who has had 
his heart or moral faculties, sprinkled from an evil conscience by “the 
blood of sprinkling.” 

“Is baptism” says our brother, “both faith and immersion?” I have 
shown, that a person may believe and be immersed, and yet not baptized. 
This may appear paradoxical; but we will explain. It is not belief in 
certain general facts or truths; to which Jesus referred, when he said, “he 
that believes and is baptized shall be saved” or have the remission of his 
sins. Believes wHaT jor salvation or the remission of his sins?—is the 
question that grows out of this gracious proclamation of good news. I 
answer, with deference to age and wisdom, in the paraphrase of the text— 
He that believes in my blood, the blood of the New Institution, shed for 
many, for the remission of sins, shall be saved or pardoned—how? By 
what means?—BY BEING BAPTIZED FOR THE REMISSION OF SINS. It was 











































: 
; 
o 
: 
5 
: 
é 






ape. rte 





ee ee. eae ee ae 






_ 
~~)! a 


a 


=. 
. ‘tS 


Ty 
ae 

& 

+ 


=" e 
7. 
» 





278 





“the gospel,” they were to announce to every creature; and the proclama. 
tion of remission of sins by the sin-remitting-blood of Jesus, was {\y 
gospel the apostles proclaimed—not omitting to show how “every creatuy 
might obtain the benefits derivable therefrom. We cannot fail, then. : 
discover, the appropriateness of the language in which the Constrrvuy,) 
OF THE KINGDOM is conceived. ‘He that believes and is immersed,’ woy\) 
have been vague; inasmuch as the word immersed, wants power to ind). 
cate the thing to be believed; but the word baptized, inasmuch as Joby 
associates water, blood and spirit, as the three witnesses on earth, jnqj. 
cates both blood and water and the testimony relating thereto, as con. 
bined in the “water of purification” or sin-remitting institution of the 
kingdom. We repeat, ian the word baptize in the commission, points 
to the blood of Jesus as the subject matter of faith for salvation or tly 
remission of sins. 

Consider the importance of the blood in the economy of redemption 
Hear what Jesus says—“unless you eat the flesh of the son of man, an 
drink his blood, you have not life in you. He that eats my flesh an 
drinks my blood, Sag eternal life; and I will raise Aim up at the last day, 
Jno. vi. 53.—“For it pleased the Father, by hifn to reconcile all things to 
himself, having made peace by the blood of his cross,” Col. 1, 20.—“Ii 
the blood of bulls, &e. sanctified to the cleansing of the flesh, how much 
more shall the blood of Christ cleanse your conscience from dead works, 
Heb. ix. 14.—‘‘Having free access to the Most Holy Place by the blood 
of Jesus,” Heb. x. 19.—His blood is called, “the blood of sprinkling 
that — better things than the blood of Abei,” ch. xii. 24—‘Elect,” 
says Peter, “by the blood of sprinkling of Jesus Christ.”—T he blood 
of Jesus Christ cleanses us from all sin,” 1 Jno. 17.—To Jesus, who 
has loved us, and washed us from our sins in his blood, and has made us 
kings and priests unto God, be glory, &c., Rev. 1,6.—“Thou wast slain’ 
sang the Symbolic Host of the saved, and h&st redeemed us to God by 
thy blood out of every nation,” Ch. v.9. Thus the unlearned Galileans 
sustain me by their doctrine in my philological sportiveness, &c. that the 
“learned” Robinson favors me, may be seen by referring to an extract 
from his Hist. of Baptism, where he says, that immersion is but half the 
meaning of baptism. See Adv. p. 140, No. 6, Vol. 2. Well, then, in 
the most courteous terms I would affirm, that upon the foregoing premi- 
ses—“FHe that believes and is baptized” is not “bad at if the sum 
and substance of that divinity be the scriptures of truth alone. 

L must notice a sophism even in the reasoning of our logical brother. 
He quotes from the Advocate thus, “if unbaptized persons can go to hea- 
ven, what is the use of baptism?” In his remarks upon it, there are four 
notes of astonishment. He endeavors to show that the inquiry would in 
its operation go to abolish the Lord’s supper as useless, because we may 
be saved without having once eaten thereof. Now, I am tempted to put 
a note of astonishment after this, but “I forbear.” Bro. Campbell’s in- 
terrogations are not parallel with mine. Had Jesus said—He that be- 
lieves and partakes of my supper shall be saved—the answer to my 
inquiry, would be equally applicable to his. He that maintains, that 
under this dispensation, sins are or may be remitted to the world without 
baptism, in effect, says, that pardon is granted independent of the blood 
and water which are united in that institution. ow, if this be so, 
“baptism for remission of sins” is a mere conceit, and therefore super- 
seded. And as to the supper, if that had been put in the place of bap- 
tism for salvation, and men had treated it as they have baptism, y 
their premises, it would be a mere conceit, and therefore useless. 
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so of the other inquiries. I am afraid my good brother’s “confidence in 
my good sense” will be shaken here; for I confess myself still blind to 
his refutation. 

Bro. C. says, he has “not told the half,” nor have .—I shall leave the 
other half for another time. We will, however, that our respected bro- 
ther’s memory may be refreshed, and our readers informed, quote a few 
of the many excellent remarks to be found in the Christian Baptist on 
this subject of baptism. | take this work with the more confidence, as 
the publication of a revised edition within a few months, makes it oracu- 
lar as to his present views. “To the strength of this conviction” (of 

ardon) “upon their putting on Christ is attributable the great difference 

tween the first converts ot Jesus Christ and the converts of the various 
creeds and sects now so numerous. ‘There is something so impotent in 
an assent to mere Opinions in joining a sect, in becoming @ Baptist, 
Methodist or Presbyterian, that it makes no sensible difference in the af- 
fections towards heaven, and therefore, fails to purify and elevate the 
heart of the proselyted.” Speaking of the true gospel and modern ones, 
he truly saith of the men of this age—‘‘Indeed, few profess to believe the 
same gospel. Many of the preachers laugh at receiving the forgiveness 
of sins through the obedience of faith, through immersion. ‘They ridi- 
cule it; they nickname it, like Mr. Brantly, “baptismal regeneration” 
they hold it up to derision. How then can those led by them, experi- 
ence any great felicity from that which their spiritual guides ridicule! 
They cannot. 37THE POPULAR IMMERSION IS NO BET- 
TER THAN A JEWISH ABLUTION. It is a mere rite, a cere- 
mony, an ordinance, &c.—I will now assert it and leave it for philoso- 
phers and historians to disprove it if they can—that he who is immersed 
Jor the remission of his sins, in the full belief that he will receive remis- 
sion in the act, will enjoy more of the life and joy of Christianity, and 
not be half so likely to apostatize, as he that is immersed for any other 
purpose, Icare not what it be. ‘This I have proved by observation, | was 
going to say by experience too. May the Lord deliver us from the 
ghosts and spectres of an untoward generation!” See the quotation in 
full, page 656. Now, reader, here Bro. C. and I heartily shake hands, 
and say Amen! Reader, are you the subject of this Jewish Ablution? If 
oa are, do you honestly believe that by means of this “mere rite,” you 

ave the remission of sins?’ I leave you to your own reflections. 

Now stripping the subject of all adventitious matter, it is all resolva- 
ble into this—Bro. C. has re-immersed and so have I; and for the same 
reasons:—w hy, then, this difference? I answer, we are at issue on the 
expediency of doing publicly what we agree is scriptural. He maintains, 
that it ought to be done with all attainable privacy; and, I, that as there 
are no secrets under the reign of Heaven, and as truth either in theory 
or practice never suffers by publicity—that it should be freely canvassed 
and practiced openly for the good of all. It is a question of expediency 
then; and who is to be the judge of this among us? Bro. C. will join 
with me and unhesitatingly say THE Boox. And how is the meaning 
of the book to be determined? Let every man judge for himself accord- 
ing to the evidence in the case. The evidence of the book shines like the 
sun, and will dispel the darkness of the minds of all who will examine 
with an indifference to every name and thing but truth. But enough for 
to-day’s fight. The “strippling” has slung his stone in as and 
courteous a spirit as that in which Goliah has provoked the combat. He 
doubts not, but ‘the esteem and confidence of all brethren will be greatly 
heightened.” All the balsam I ask, for my wounds, is fair play and 
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equal ground. Let Bro. Campbell, then, do me the same justice as he 
has done to a Waterman or a Meredith, and I am sure he will, and per- 
mit me to speak for myself to this more numerous readers, by the inser- 
tion of this, in the next number of the Harbinger. Epiror. 





The Apostolic Advocate and Prophetic Interpréter. 


“Built on the foundation of the Apostles and Prophets, Jesus Christ 
himself being the foundation corner stone.” —Ephes. 1i. 20 


The Atoons or Dispensations of the Mediatorial Institution, in the 
detail and aggregate of the whole, were made for man. They must, 
then, have been adapted to man as he is. Their design is to make him 
what he will be. It is obvious, therefore, that it would have been use- 
less, nay worse than useless, it would have been folly, to have constitu- 
ted them so as to have met the exigencies of a state, in which man will 
be different from what he is, where he will eternally endure in immedia- 
torial converse with the Father of Lights. Hence no supernatural ope- 
ration is necessary to prepare him for their influences. The Aioonian 
Constitutions of Things, we have said, are designed to make man what 
he will be. And, it may be asked, what is that? We reply, the incor- 
ruptible inhabitant of an incorruptible inheritance. The future is preg- 
nant with ecclesiastical, political, civil and commercial events; they are 
developing in rapid succession, subserviently to that grand climax of 
human affairs, when “a nation shall be born in a day,” ands Messiah’s 
incorruptible “youth shall come forth, like dew, from the womb of the 
morning.” The future is big with hope. To the Christian, it is cheer- 
ing, animating, full of glory! But to the world, alas!—how dark, uncer- 
tain, and portentous! 

Of these Aioons or Distributions of Time, the present Constitution 
of human affairs is one. It may be studied in relation to its rise, pro- 
gress, decline, and dissolution. History and Revelation afford us all 
the light necessary to its comprehension. It has already lasted 1800 
years. During that period, the little kingdom, compared by Daniel to 
a Stone, was set up or “cut out of the mountains” or kingdoms of the 
world; its claims upon the obedience of men have been fully proclaimed 
among all nations; Jerusalem has been destroyed, and the Jewish nation 
dispersed; the mighty empire of Rome, once the mistress of the world, 
has been broken up, and her paganism transmuted into Popery, Moham- 
medanism, and Protestantism; many states and kingdoms have since 
flourished and been extinguished; powerful empires still exist on the 
— of the Roman world; they are shaking; Poland has fallen: 

urkey is falling; and Russia [Rossi Prince of Meshech and Tubal) is 
bestriding the ancient hemisphere like a Colossus. The oldest kingdom 
extant is the Little Kingdom of Stone. All the vicissitudes of the Na- 
tions have been subservient to it. To it they must all succumb. It is 
leavening the world; and will leaven it, until the whole be leavened; and 
then it will become “a great mountain,” or empire, “and fill the whole 
earth.” 

All THE NaTIONS have been invited to become its citizens. Every 
argument was used to induce them to submit to the government of its 
King. Its pretensions were attested by Heaven. Its Heralds addressed 
their hopes, their interests, their fears; for to man’s faculty of hoping, 
loving, and fearing, its promises and threatenings are presented. But 
no; they rejected testimony or counsel of God against themselves, 
and therefore God has re} them. What remains then, but that all 
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these things should be “dissolved?” That dissolution is at hand; when 
the present, like the Jewish Heavens and Earth, whose terrible destruc- 
tion Peter vividly delineates in the third chapter of his second Epistle, 
shall pass away with a great noise. What sort of persons then ought | 
we to be, in holy behaviour and godliness, expecting, and earnestly de- 
siring, the appearing of the Glory of the great God. _ L - 

The future will become the present, when, by the displays of omni- 
yotence, the faithful will realize THE HOPE OF THE GOSPEL. Ah! this ; 
Here of the Gospel, how much is known about itt ; How much isi 7 
possible to know, obscured as it is by human tradition! It is truly a 
Glorious Hope, and calculated to sy every one with courage, perse- 
verance, self-denial, and patience in the combat of faith. But how dan- 
verous in these degenerate days to attempt its development! Dangerous 
[ mean, not in a bodily, but in a pecuniary and reputational view. 
Would it be credited, that I lost eight subscribers by the stroke of a pen 
for no other offence than that of asking for “Information”! 1 put 34 
queries for the purpose of eliciting the views of others, and this was the 
way certain calling themselves “Reformers” and searchers after truth, 
responded to my inquiries! This, truly, is marvellous encouragement 
to honest enterprise. If I am to echo only the opinions of a sect, or to 
be limited in my pursuit after truth by indolence, prejudice, or ignorance, 
the sooner I retire into oblivion the better, for any good | can hope to do 
my readers. But I trust, for the credit of our common nature, that the 
majority of my readers are of a more enlightened and independent cast 
of mind. Strike, my friends, but hear me out. 1 write neither for your 
dollars nor your applause. Money is necessary to pay expenses, and I 
confide in your honorable disposition and sense of justice for the requi- 
site supplies. But these are the means, not the object of my labors; their 
design is your improvement—your moral and intellectual improvement. 
If I can accomplish this in any degree, my labor will be amply repaid. ' 

We should always examine before we condemn; neither should we 
reject any thing because it is new. A thing may be new to us, but yet 
in reality as old as time. Suppose the world had forever rejected the 
use of the steam boat, or locomotive, because they were new; how blind 
would it have proved itself to its own advantage. If then it be pro- F 
pounded, that immortality is conditional and not hereditary, though the 7 
proposition may stagger us, let us rather search the Scriptures and see |} 
if it be sustained; and so of other questions. ‘This was the practice of | 
the noble Bereans; imitate them. 

To all people who reflect, it must be very obvious, that there is a la- 
mentable apathy pervading even, | was going to say, the most lively | 
Christians. I have often ruminated upon this. I see those who are 
religious just so far as may be thought necessary to escape the resurrec- 
tion to condign punishment. The religion of such is a perfect negation. F 
It is prompted by fear, not by love to God. They fear God, because 
they view him as an Avenger; they do not love him because he first © 
loved them. Minding the things of the flesh, conformed to the world, @ 
selecting their associates from the ungodly, insubordinate to the truth, 
and setting their affections upon earthly things—they take little or no § 
interest in attempts to unfold the glories of the Millenial and Eternal — 
Aioons or Ages. Impregnated with the delusion and apathy of an f 
infidel age, they will tell you that they know as much of sa or the 
Hope of the Gospel, as they wish to know, and that they care very lit- ¢ - 
tle what kind of a place, or where it is, so they get there! To such, § 
however, there is no promise of entrance into chat rest which remains § 
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for the people of God. Paul’s words are—“let us be afraid, lest a pro- 
mise of entrance into his rest being left, any of you should seem to fj] 
short of it” —“wherefore,” says he again, “let us carefully strive to enter 
into this rest, lest any one should fall after the same example of unbelief” 
referring to Israel in the wilderness, who entered not into Canaan be. 
cause they did not believe. 

Hope 1s the very anchor of a man’s soul. If he sow wheat, plant 
tobacco, or merchandize, it is all in the hope of a recompense for his 
labor. If he had no hope of profit, and that a well defined hope too, he 
would relapse into indolence, and perhaps into a savage life. The best 
and most flattering hopes of this kind are but perishable, because limited 
to time—the hope of the Christian is the hope of the Gospel, and this is 
eternal. If then a temporal hope of a reward will lead men on to risk 
every thing dear to them on earth for its attainment; how much more 
powerful an influence ought the eternal hope of the gospel to exert upon 
the lives of the true believers! It led the ancients to suffer the loss of all 
things temporal that they might obtain the fruition of the gospel promise. 
What is the reason, that between the practice of the ancients and the 
moderns there is so great a disparity? First. because they are ignorant 
of God's righteousness or way of remission; and secondly, they are 
ignorant of the Hope of the Gospel. Now both these things the ancients, 
not only understood, but 4elieved. 'To this hope they fled away; it was 
the anchor of their souls, both snre and steadtast. It is contrary, then, 
to the law of human nature, to which God has adapted his institutions, 
for Christians to develope the genuine fruits of the Gospel in their lives 
and conversation, if they be ignorant of the one or the other. Persons 
may indeed understand all about them, but if they do not believe what 
they know, their knowledge will be abstract and inoperative. Hence- 
forth, then, let no one affirm that we contend for iowinire alone; 
knowledge to do good must be “mixed with faith in then that hear it;” 
and their faith will be manifested by works that will bear the scrutiny 
of the Word of the Truth of the Gospel. 

We have now arrived at the conclusion of the second volume of the 
Advocate. [ have conducted it “according to my knowledge.’ This 
knowledge is the result of unremitting study of the Scriptures, an “ar- 
dent” pursuit of truth, and an observation of men and things as fur as 
they have come under my own notice, I do not pretend to see for others; 
nor have I depnted any one to see for me. No one can see without light; 
| am therefore, grateful for information, which is the light of the mind’s 
eye, come from whatever source it may. ‘To err is human;” let us not, 
however, foster our own errors under such a plea. The business of our 
lives oucht-to be, to search out our errors, and having found them, to 
forsake them instanter. I doubt not, I have shared the lot of our com- 
mon nature; [ demand, however, as one of the rights of Heaven’s citi- 
zen-kings, that I be tried and sentenced, not by the opinions of men, be 
they great or small, but by the statutes of our Lord the King. I am 
ever ready to confess my faults; but never shall my confessions outstrip 
my convictions. Let my “errors and mistakes” be proven, not by human 
“logic,” for the most logical sometimes err, but by the plain testimony of 
Apostles and Prophets; and I will abandon them forthwith. My strong 
ebjection to “logic” is, because its system is human; and humanity has 
for ages vroved itself insane, bewildered, and full of prejudice. It has 

rejudged the way of salvation or remission of sins, and especially the 
Hove of the Gospel. It has devermined that sins are remitted before 
baptism; human logic, therefore, will pronounce it most illogical to 
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maintain that they are — in the act of being immersed into the 
faith that the blood of Jesus « 

Hope of the Gospel into a kind of Heaven, somewhere remote from the 
earth, whose inhabitants are the ghosts of hereditary immortals; hence, 
human logic will condem a@ proposition contrary to this as most illogical, 
and sentence your “balances” to confiscation because it has “not seen 
them adjusted in the sanctuary,” i. €. of its opinions. ; 

We have determined upon the caption at the head of this article as the 
future name of our periodical. We trust it will meet the approbation of 
those who have hitherto accorded to us their support. As At is written 
jn our prospectus, so say we now, that we are “interested in upholding 
no religious dogmas, in sustaining no sect, in pleading for no sectarian 
creed” —we leave these humanities to those who profit by them. Our de- 
sign is the aggressive advocacy of the doctrine of the Apostles and Pro- 
shets. ‘This doctrine is the foundation upon which every ¢rue believer 
is built; the corner stone of this foundation, or subject matter of this 
doctrine, is Jesus Christ and all relating to him. The Apostolic Advo- 
cate and Prophetic Interpreter, is a name which covers all the ground 
occupied by the doctrine of Apostles and Prophets concerning the Mes- 
siah. It will continue to be devoted to the cause of that divine sect, first 
called Christian at Antioch. It will, therefore, defend this sect in all its 
relations against all pretenders whatever; let them be called by whatever 
name they may. The foundation on which they are built, and not their 
names, gives the true character to their communities. Believing that 
God means what he says by his Holy Spirit in the Sacred Writings, we 
shall adhere to the letter and spirit of the text. Our opinions are subject 
to the Book. It reveals no other Christian Religion than one addressed 
to the understandings of men. It is an affair of intelligence. Its pro- 


mises and threatenings are addressed to none else. We shall, therefore, 


not hesitate to disallow the claims, to remission of sins, and immortalit 
of existence, of all those, who have made bye-paths for themselves, He 
that would be saved or pardoned, must “believe and be baptized;” and he 
that would attain to immortality, must “persevere in well doing.” We 
find no “well-doing” in the scriptures, but the doing the will of God. 
The Apostles require sincerity, but they no where recognize sincerity in 
error as a substitute for the truth. Nor can we. Indeed, “sincerity in 
error,” if we define sincerity by the scyiptures, is nonsense. The word 
rendered “sincerity” in Ephes. vi. 24, is aphtharsia in the original, and 
signifies without corruption; to be sincere in error then, is to be incor- 
ruptible in corruption, which is absurd!— No compromise with error for 
the sake of a charitable reputation; no softening down the truth for the 
sake of expediency. “Charity” and expediency have been the prolific 
parents “of all the Abominations of the Earth.” It is expedient to know 
and do the will of God, and openly to maintain the truth, come what 
may. This is all we know, or care to know, about dame expediency, 
The Hope of the Gospel, or the Incorruptible Inheritance, will form a 
very primary topic for exposition durmg the ensuing year. The Pro- 
phetic Writings, therefore, both of the Old and New Testaments will 
receive considerable attention. In our next, we shall give the interpreta- 
tion of Daniel's seventy weeks, We forewarn our readers, that we have 
many startling propositions to lay before them for their examination, 
Let them be careful to judge according to the evidence, and not accord- 
ing to their prejudices. It is a disgrace for a man of intelligence, 
cially for a Christian, to condemn or approve, before he has examined. 
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Think before you speak or act; and give the head time to direct the 
to . 

‘ ie pects: we tender unfeigned acknowledgments to those of oy 
subscribers whose putronage has been something more than nominal. Ns 
we make a conscience of paying our way from month to month. pis 
friends will easily perceive the necessity ot forwarding us the necessary 
ys As soon after the receipt of the next number as possible 
subscriptions for volume the third ought to be sent in. We ave aware 
that some of our subscribers are unable to forward their dues; their dik. 
culty, however, will be removed by their getting sufficient names to make 
up five dollars. Others, we suspect, neglect us from procrastination, 
They should recollect, that we cannot deter the payment of our printer 
for a year, if we would; so that if all our subscribers were to procrasti- 
nate in the same way, we should be brought to a halt. Now, if one has 
the privilege of delay, after he has given his word, all have; but if aij 
have not, then has not one. All are on an equality in this matter. Let 
us then d® unto others as we would they should do to us, and all wil] be 
right and fair.—Epiror. 


BAPTISM FOR REMISSION OF SINS. 

Query.— W hat thing is indispensably necessary to constitute an im- 
mersion in water a@ sin-remitting ordinance to the subject thereot? 

Ans.—“A full assurance of faith,” in the person mmmersed, that the 
blood of Jesus, called the “blood of sprinkling,” was shed for the remis- 
sion of sins. 

Q.—Reader! Did you at your immersion know anything about this 
grand ¢ruth;—and, if you knew of such a truth being recorded in the 
word, did you assuredly believe it? 

Obs—It you knew it but did not believe it; or, if you did not know 
it and, therefore, could not believe it—your immersion—even though you 
assented to the general truth, that Jesus is the-Christ—has failed to im- 
part to you the remission of your sins. You cannot say with truth, that 
you have had your “heart sprinkled from an evil conscience” with the 
“blood of sprinkling” unless you*had before your immersion, belief in 
the Holy Spirit’s written testimony concerning that blood. If you are 
honestly desirous of being on the right foundation, this affair will be all 
absorbing to you; if your aim is the applause of men, then indeed, you 
will set it aside as a matter of no importance. Disciputes. 





: . ROME AND THE SPANIARDS, 

During the discussion of the project of the address, in answer to the 
speech of the Queen Regent of Spain, the Conde de las Navas, a Pro- 
curador, said:—‘He also wished, whilst talking of foreign relations, that 
we should have done, for once and all, with that temporizing system 
which caused Spaniards to pass for cowards, and which, in other coun- 
tries was called “the jusle milieu” (proper medium). If Rome does not 
choose to recognize us as friends, but treat us as enemies, what do me 
want with her? Let her be made to understand that we need not her 
friendship... In one word, let matters be treated as they are. What is 
the use of condescension? Let Rome be made sensible at once, that the 
Spanish nation is strong, and needs none of her countenance. Don't 
let us temporize. It is not the first time that Rome has been visited by 
40 or 50,000-Spanish bayonets.” Such is the language held in priest- 
ridden Spain by the members of her Cortes in 1835. Eprror. 
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FUTURE PUNISHMENT 
NOT ETERNAL LIFE IN MISERY, BUT DESTRUCTION. 


THe various errors existing in the household of faith in 
reference_to revealed truth, eviucing our imperfection, the 
force of Prejudice, the effects of erroneous education, the 
slothfulness of the mind, and the want of moral courage, are 
truly lauwentable. We honor our Fatherin heaven and wor- 
ship hin age-ptably, only so faras we have nght conceptions 
fist with |. cte®, lis government, and his purposes. He must 
with ipped. “an spirit and in truth.” Not in’ spirit only, 
» vin druth. If we beheve that God will reward-or punish 
men contrary to bis own truth, we dishonor him, notwith- 
standing we nny, like Peter, intend ta show him our sincere 
regard. As truth and the glory of God are inseparable, it is 
palpably decepiive io Imagine that we glonily him by any 
opinion not conformable to truth. This every christian will 
acknowledge. Yet. in onr researches after truth, we are 
often biassed by on¥v own preconceptions.of whatis most con- 
sistent with the divine perfectious and government, and rest in : 
dpinions, founded in our own fallible and prejudiced reasoning™, 
about what God must do, instead of believing hisown declares ae 
rations of What he will do. : 

[In our study of the oracles of divine truth, the adoption of , 
correct principles of interpretation, 1s o° essential importance. 
Without this, our appeal to, the word of God mety only serve 
toconfirm us in error. ‘The obseurity in whiet the plainest 
testimony of divine truth has. been enveloped by unwarranta- 
ble principles of mystical interpretation, can only be dispelled 
by explaining the lanzuagce of the Bible, as we dothat of other 
books. A strict adberence to this obviously correét principle, 
connected with a humble dependence on the protmised spirit 
of truth, will happily diminish the diverstiies of views, and 
contentions now existing in the fannly of the redeemed, 

The writer would ever duly appreciate the respectful -te- 
gard, and holy fellowship of Lis beloved brethren in the Lord. 
As that regard, and fellowship however, is valuable only so 
far as it is consistent with truth, he dreads a deviation from its 
holy principles, far more than any transient obloquy which 
may result froin his association with those “ eecentric ” oppos- 
ers of the traditions, which make void the doctrines and com- 
mandments of the {oly One, who are ever chargedy with 
bringing “ cerlain strange things lo our ears.” Mets 17: 204 
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Think before you speak or act; and give the head time to direct the 
to ; 

‘i ectbaes we tender unfeigned acknowledgments to those of our 
subscribers whose patronage has been something more than nominal, Ag 
we make a conscience of paying our way from month to month, oyy 
friends will easily perceive the necessity ot forwarding us the necessary 
supplies. As soon afier the receipt of the next number as possible 
abitanions for volume the third ought to be sent in. We ate aware 
that some of our subscribers are unable to forward their dues; their (is. 
culty, however, will be removed by their getting sufficient names to mak 
up five dollars. Others, we suspect, neglect us from procrastination. 
They should recollect, that we cannot deter the payment of our printer 
for a year, if we would; so that if all our subscribers were to procrasti- 
nate in the same way, we should be brought to a halt. Now, if one has 
the privilege of delay, after he has given his word, all have; but if |) 
have not, then has not one. All are on an equality in this matter. Ler 
us then d® unto others as we would they should do to us, and al] wil) |x 
right and fair.—Epiror. 


BAPTISM FOR REMISSION OF SINS. 

Query.— W hat thing is indispensably necessary to constitute an im- 
mersion in water a sin-remitting ordinance to the subject thereof? 

Ans.—‘A full assurance of faith,” in the person immersed, that the 
blood of Jesus, called the “blood of sprinkling,” was shed for the remis- 
sion of sins. 

Q.—Reader! Did you at your immersion now anything about this 
grand ¢ruth;—and, it you knew of such a truth being recorded in the 
word, did you assuredly believe it? 

Obs—If you knew it but did not believe it; or, if you did not know 
it and, therefore, could not believe it—your immersion—even though you 
assented to the general truth, that Jesus is the-Christ—has failed to im- 
part to you the remission of your sins. You cannot say with truth, that 
you have had your “heart sprinkled from an evil conscience” with the 
“blood of sprinkling” unless you ‘had before your immersion, belief in 
the Holy Spirit’s written testimony concerning that blood. If you are 
honestly desirous of being on the right foundation, this affair will be all 
absorbing to you; if your aim is the applause of men, then indeed, you 
will set it aside as a matter of no importance. Disciputvs. 





; _ ROME AND THE SPANIARDS, 

During the discussion of the project of the address, in answer to the 
speech of the Queen Regent of Spain, the Conde de las Navas, a Pro- 
eurador, said:—“He also wished, whilst talking of foreign relations, that 
we should have done, for once and all, with that temporizing system 
which caused Spaniards to pass for cowards, and which, in other coun- 
tries was called “the jusle miliew” (proper medium). If Rome does not 
choose to recognize us as friends, but treat us as enemies, what do re 
want with her? Let her be made to understand that we need not her 
friendship... In one word, let matters be treated as they are. What is 
the use of condescension? Let Rome be made sensible at once, that the 
Spanish nation is strong, and needs none of her countenance. Don't 
let us temporize. It is not the first time that Rome has been visited by 
40 or 50,000°Spanish bayonets.” Such is the language held in priest- 
ridden Spain by the members of her Cortes in 1835. Eprror. 








FUTURE PUNISHMENT 
NOT ETERNAL LIFE IN MISERY, BUT DESTRUCTION. 


THE various errors existing in the household of faith in 
reference_to revealed truth, evincing our imperfection, the 
force of Prejudice, the effects of erroneous education, the 
slothfulness of the mind, and the went of moral courage, are 
truly lamentable. We honor our Fatherin heaven and wor- 
ship hin ace~ptably, only so furas we have nght conceptions 
gf! ster, his governinent, and his purposes. He must 

uipped “in sprit and wn truth.” Not in’ spirit only, 

Lin druth. If we believe that God will reward-or punish 
men contrary to bis own truth, we dishonor hin, notwith- 
standing we mity, like Peter, intend te show him onr sincere 
regard. As truth andthe glory of God are inseparable, it is 
palpubly decepiive to imagine that we glorify him by any 
opinion not con formable to ‘truth. This every chrisnan will 
acknowledve. Yet in our researches after truth, we are 
often biassed by ont own preconceptions s,of whatis most con- 
gistent with the divine perfectious an ' crovernment, and rest in 
dpinions, founded in our own fallible and prejudiced reasoning 
about what God must do, instead of beheving his own declaes 
rations of what he will do. ' 

In our sturdy of the oracles of divine truth, the adoption of 
correct principles of iaterpretation, 1s o° esseptial importance. 
Wrthout this, our apps alto the word of God neey only serve 
toconfirm us in error. ‘The obs curity in whielr the plainest 
testimony of divine truth has. been enveloped by ‘unwarranta- 
ble principles of mystical interpretation, can only be dispelled 
by explaining the lanzuage of the Bible, as we dothat of other 
books. A strict adherence to this obviously correct principl®,. 
connected with a humble dependence on the promised spirit 
of wuth, will happily diminish the diverstiies of views, and 
contentions now existing in the family of the redeemed, 

The writer would ever duly appreciate the respectful -fe- 
gard, and holy fellowship of Lis beloved brethren in the Lord, 
As that regard, and fellowship however, is valuable only 80 
far as it is consistent with truth, he dreads a deviation from its 
holy principles, far more than any transient obloquy which 
may result froin his association with those “ ercentric ” oppOs- 
ers of the traditions, which make void the doctrines and com- 
mandments of the Holy One, who are ever charged with 
bringing “ certain strange things lo our ears.” Acts 17: 20.0 
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FUTURE PUNISHMENT. 


“Man giveth up the ghost and where is he 2” In vain has 
human reacon exercised its utmost powers lo answer this qu 
tion of deep and thrilling interest to the intelligent mind 
Philosophy has speculated and conjectured, but “ the worl 
by wisdom knew not God,” or his purposes. ‘The all-abesorb. 
ing queries, “ how can man be just with God ?”—what will bs 
my futurealestinv? have been proposed in vain by the « 


parting agonizing spirit, to the wisest minds unter ‘acd by 
celestial truth. From that truth the desired information ‘ 
forth in characters plain and decisive. “ The wages of s 


DEATH, bul the gift of God is ETERNAL LIFE throuch ion 
Christ our Lord.” “Blessed be the God and Father of oy 
Lord Jesus Christ, which, according to his abundant me rey, 
hath begotten us again unto a lively hope, by thé resurr 

of Jesus Christ froin the dead, to an inheritance incorrup: ti il 
and undefiled, and that fadeth not away, reserved in ‘ ven 
for you,” &c. 

The fountain of life has been opened by divine love for , 
rebellious.world ; its healing streams are flowing free and 
ample as the fluid which is essential to physical vitality 
“ Ho, every one that thirsteth, come ye to the waters.” Bu 
alas! the same vile spirit of rebellion which has conterptu. 
ously resisted the righteous claims of the law of nature, and 
the revealed precept of perfect love, has displayed more 
clearly and fully its dire depravity in turning away from him 
who speaketh from heaven in the most “affe ‘cling accents 
of divine compassion and mercy. Our present object is to 
enquire, with holy reverence, respecting that “ sorer punish- 
ment” which awaits tltose, who, by impenitence and unbelief 
tread “under foot the Son of God,” and count “ the blood of the 
covenant wherewith he was sanctified an unholy thing.” 

The testimony of manis that the wicked shall be punished 
with everlasting existence in misery. ‘The testimony of Godis 
that they shall be punished with everlasting destruction. 
2 Thess. 1: 9. 

Whether the common opinion that all men are immortal is 
true or false, it must certainly be admitted that it is illogical 
toinfer such an opinion, as some do, from the simple fact of their 
possessing a rational and intelligent nature. A created bein 
is necessarily dependent on his Creator whois perfectly ‘ ‘ab 
to save-and to destroy.” He “only hath Immortality.” 1 
Tim. 6: 16. The Son of God himself, who is the first bom 
of every creature, and approximates the nearest to.the eternal 
I am, declared, “ I live by the Father.” 





fac 


f mi 
» 6a 
Fits 


ce. 


B en 


yu 


1 


—-_. ~~ ~, -—<« I 









— —_— =— ae Lm | — ts 





Nor issuch an opinion any more correctly inferred from the 
fact that immortality is an object of universal desire. We 


P may as well infer the doctrine of universal salvation from the 
éame } Temises. Is the de ‘sire of posses ssing an object proof of 
Sits actual attainment ? Must not the punishment of sin ne- 
| cessarily consist in the ioss of something desired, and in the 
} endurance of something dreaded ? 


3ut what saith the Scriptures? In vain do we search for 


P a sinzle inspired declaration, that man, in the general, 1s im- 
* mortal. ‘The contrary is revealed. ‘“ Shall MorraL man be 


just with God ?” Job 4: 17. He is here represented as mortal ; 
without anydistinction of body, soul orspirit. Itts true, that in 
the scriptures, the term “mortal body” is used. But itis to be 


F observed that is used only in reference to the saints to whom 
t eternal life is given by Jesus Christ through faith in his name. 


Ifthe soul or spirit of man in general, or wan in general, is, in 
a single passage declared to be immortal, then must we indeed 


F conclude that when he is called 1 ortal, his body only 1s in- 
‘tended. But strely the fact that the body 1s mortal, is no 


proof that the soulis ¢mmortal. Of the saints it is said “ the 
body is dead (i. e. must die) because of sin, but the spirit is 
life (why? because it is naturally immortal?) because of 
ricghteousness’—1. e. “ the nghteousness of God which is by 
faith of Jesus Christ.” Rom. 3: 22. Man’s life, without re- 
ference to any distinction between body and spirit, was origi- 
nally suspended on his obedience. “In the day that thou 
eatest thereof, thou shalt surely pie.” ‘There was not indeed 
an imimediite execution of the penalty. All who adinit that 
the death of the body, or punishinent in a future state, was 
intended in the penalty, must admit that the whole of the pe-, 
nally was not immediately executed. But if God, consistently 
with his word, could postpone the execution of any part of the 
penalty, he could, if he pleased, postpone the execution of 
the whole, A man judicially condemned to die, is considered 
as dead. Thus the Apostle said to his brethren, “the body 
ts dead,” i. e. condemned to die. 

The discerning mind, unbiased by human tradition, must 
perceive that in the sacred oracles, immort tlity is revealed, not 
asan object that all possess, or will possess, but as an object to 
be s sought after and obtamed by faith and “ tient continuance 
in well doing.” Rom 2:7. What prophet or aposide “moved 
by the Holy Spirit,” ever told men that they have immortal 
souls or deathless spuils ? 

What is the penalty of the law? Not life in misery, but 
death, “'The wages of sinis pearu.” Rom. 6:23. “ The 
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soul that sinneth it shall pre.” Ezek. 18: 4. “Sin, wheny 
Is FINISHED, bieigeth forth peatnu.” Janes 1: 15.“ They 
that commit such things are worthy of peatH.” Rom. 1. 39 
“ Why will ye pie?” Ezek. 18:31. “ He which cenverre) 
the sinner from the error of his way shall save a soul from 
DEATH.” James 5:20. ‘There is asin unto DEATH.” 4, Joby 
5: 16. “And I saw the dead, small and great, stand befor 
God: and the books were opened; and another book wag 
opened, which is the book of hfe: and the dead were judeed 
out of those things which were writien in the books, accordy 
totheir works. Rev. 20: 12. And whosoever was not fou 
wWriiten in the book of life was cast into the lake of fire.” ] 
verse. “Thisis the seconp peatHu.” verse 14. Wil} i} 
said that all these expressions of death are figurative? Hoy 
figurative 2) Of what is the second death figurative 2? Is the 
first death figurative? Let us appeal to Jesus C - t to de. 


= @ on 33 


termine whether the second death is figurative, | Importing 
eternal existence in misery ; or whether it is literal, impor ing 
a destructicn of being, both soul and hody. “Tear not t m 
which kill the body, but are not able to kill the soul: but 


rather fear bim which is able to pestroy both soul and body 
in hell.” Matt. 10: 28. Nor is this a solitary testimony 


Pi 


Pau) solemnly assured the Philippians that the “ENb” of the 
wicke dl is * DESTRUCTION, 3 Here is double testimony against 
the common opinion, which supposes that they will have no 
end. “ What if God willing to shew his wrath, and to make 
his power known, endured with much long syffe ring the ves. 
sels of wrath fitted to Destruction 2?” Rom. 9: 22.) When 
all the workers of iniquity do flourish, it is that they shall be 
DESTROYED Forever Ps. 92: 7. Hany man defile the 

ple of God, him shall God pestrroy, 1 Cor. 3: 17. LT went 
into the sanctuary of God, then understood I their ENp, surely 


thou didst set them in slippe ry places, thon caste ist. them 


down into pestruction. Ps. 73: 17. Enter ye in al the 
strait gate, for wide is the gate, and he) ty is the way that 
leadeth to pestruction, &c. 1% g -13. Other pussages 
reveal the same truth. Rev. 11: Ps 145: 20. Prov. 1 
27, &c. Indeed the scriptures plainly define “ everlasting 
punishment,” into which the wicked will certainly go, to be, 
not efernal exislence in imisery, but “ everlasting destruction 
ris the presence-of the Lord and from the glory of his pgw- 
r.” 2 Thess.1. 9. How forcible is all this testimony! 
Bf those passages which exhibit in contrast, the affecting 
retributions ofa future state, there is a remarkable uiiformity 
mM setting in opposition, nol happy and miserable eternal life or 
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existence ; but lifeand death, &c.” “The wagesof sinis death, 
but the gift of God is efernal life,” &c. “ He that hath the 
Son hath life; and he that hath not the Son of God, hath not 
life.” “If ye live afier the flesh ye shall die; butif ye 
th rough the spirit do mortily the deeds of the body, ye shall 
live.” ‘Strait isthe gate,’ &c. ‘which leadeth unto life.” 
“Wide isthe gate,” &c. “which leadeth to destruction.” 
“For we are unto God a sweet savor of Christ in them that 
are saved, and inthem that PEeRIsH, to the one we are the ga- 
yor of death unto death ; and to the ‘othe the savor o! life unto 
2.4% He that soweth to the flesh shall of the flesh reap 
(what? linmortal woe ?) corruption; but he that soweth to 
the spint shall of the spint reap life ererlasting.” “ And in 
nothwe ferrified by your adversaries, which is to them an ev 
dent token of perdition, but to you of salvation, and that of 
God.” “There is one lawgiver who is able to sare, and to 
destroy.” ‘The wicked are “ vessels of wrath fitted to destruc- 
tion,” the righteous “ vessels of mercy—prepared unto glo 
“The preaching of the cross is to them that perish foolish 
ness; but unto us which are served, itis the power of God.” 

How plainly do these passages teach, that the final dest- 
nies of men, are, not eternal, happy and miserable life, but life 
and death—life and destruction—salvation and perishing—hfe 
everlasting and corruption——salvalion and perdilion, or being 
lost— glory and destruction. In Matt. 25. 46, life efernal is 
opposed to everlasting punishment, but the term everlasting 
yunishment dees not necessarily imply everlasting existence, 
nor is this the bible definition of everlasting pum- hinent. The 
positive declaration is, that it consists in “ everlasting destruc- 
tion,” 2 Thess. 1:°9, which is literally everlasting punish- 
ment. ‘There will be no restoration to life and felicity. 

In John 5: 29, the “resurrection of life” 1s contrasted with 
the “resurrection of damnation,” i. e. condemnation. In 
Rora. 2: 6—10, it is contrasted with “tribulation and anguish.” 
But as the second death is preceded by condemnation andsor- 
ment, and neither of these imply endless existence, these pas- 
eaces, in their mos' obvious import, are perfectly reconcilable 

ith the idea of final destruction. 

Itis an argument of magnitude against the popular opinion 
on this solemn subject, that numerous and varied terins used 
in the bible to express future punishment, are, in their obvious 


jmport, opposed to life tn any condition. Death. The second 
death. Destruction. Perdition. Perish. Lost. Coming to 
anend. The figurative passages import thesame. “ tle will 
BURN uP the chaff with unquenchable fire.” If the fire, 
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which the husbandman puts to the chaff for the pur, pose of 
entirely de estroying It, is quenched, the chaff may be partly a. 
ved. [fit “ shall 1 ot be quenched,” it continues wna i: 3 
expended by the uller destruction of the chaff. “Their worm 
Mieth not.” [Ifthe worm dieth, “the carcases” (see Isa. 66 
24) are not entirely devoured ; if “their worm dieth por" 
they are wholly destroyed. W hat unbiassed mind does jot 
perceive that our Lord, by using these sinnahiudes, desiened ty 
impress the minds of his disciples with the fearfal truth, that, 
destruction of Leing—of “ body and soul,” will be the sure por. 
tion of all who prefer their own carnal gratification, to the 
service and joy ofthe kingdom of God ? 

Rev. 4: 11-19: 3, and 20° 10. In these passages, the 
term forever is connected with the forment of the wicked. and 
if this term is never used to express Ninited duration, these 


passages are opposed to the nunrerous varied and plain divine 
declarations of the entire destruction of the ungodly. But js 
this a fact? Certainly not. It is admitted, that it the plain 
testimony of the bible does not contradict the literal in.port of 
the term forever, as applied to the torment of the wicked, we 
ought to understand it in its Jiteral iinport, as we do when itis 
applied to the happiness of the righteous... But if ihe terins 
forever, and forever and ever, which are literally synouy ious 
are often used to express limited duration; and the eeveral 
testinony ofscripture in respect to future punishment, plainly 
imports destruction, it is a victation of the just rule of it rpre- 
tation, to understand the passages referred to in thei literal 
import. Now I affirm that these two facts are susce ptible of 
olear proof.* After finding the term everlasting or forever, ap- 
plied to the covenant of circumci-ion, Gen. 17: 13—to the 
Jewish possession of the land of Canaan, Gen. 17: S—to a 
Written record of the prophet, [sa. 30: 8—to the con!inuance 
of the present earth, Eccles. 1: 4—and even to Jonali’s three 
days entombment in the fish, Jonah, 2: 6, is it astonishing to 
find it applied to the duration of the torment of the wicked, 
which may be thousands of years froin the period of their first 
death to that ofthe second, or final destruction. 

[t is evident that the torment of the wicked described in Rev 





® Mr. Dwightand Mr. Hawes, have represented that “the terms ‘ everlast- 


ing,’ ‘ forever,’ and the like, are uniformly used in the scriptures t& denote the 
longest possible duration, of which the subject to which they are applied is capa- 

ble.” Reasons, &c pase 18. Asifthe * everlasting covenant” of cireun cision 
could not possibly be in the flesh of the Jews; or, the * everlasting »o-session” 
of the land of Canaan be their habitation, to this day! As if the bars of the 
earth encompassing Jonah * forever,” could not possibly have been a longer 
period than three days! 
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14: 11, and 20: 10,as being day and night forever and ever, 
refers toa period commencing before the final judgment. It 
is, and will be, inconceivably dre adiul; its precise ‘duration w 
notrevealed. Of ihe fire in the land of lduinea, caused by the 
juugment of God acralnst his enemies inthe present state, it is 
written, “it shall not be que ri ‘ ~ meht Iyage dav, the emoke 
there of shall vo up forever.” Isa. 842 10. So the testimony res 
pecting Solo:n, &e. “suffering a vengeance of eternal fire,” 
may be considered as referring to the entire destruction of ‘those 
cities, by wWhichthey were “set forth forancxample” totheworld 
of the fearful consequencesof disobedience. But itnot, the term 
eternal may be used in a limited sense, as the original word is 
inmany places. In this limited sense the term “ everlasting 
— must be understood, in our Lords declaration, “ it is bet- 

‘r for thee to enter into life halt or mained, rather than haw 
ing two hands or two feet, to be cast inio everlasting fire.” 
He ‘re, being cast into everlasiing fire is set in Opposition to em 
tering intofife. But ifthe sinner is to live forever in this fire, 
he enters into life as much as if he should enter paradise. 
Elernal life is lis portion in either case, though the quality of 
itis vastly different. “He that beheveth not,the Son, shall 
nol see life, but the wrath of God abideth on hin.” [fit abie 
deth on hiin to utter destruction, he shall not see eternal life, 
otherwise he will. Itis said that “no murderer hath eternal 
life abiding in hin :? butif the murderer has an immortal soul 
abiding in hin, he has eternal life abiding in hith as certainly 
as the holiest saint on earth, only of a different kind. The 
scriptural terms “ everlasting fire,” “ unqnenchable fire,” im» 
porta fire which shall uwlerly destroy. No other construction 
of these terins, can be reconciled with the divine testimony 
—with the penalty of the law, which is peatn—with the de 
finition of the sinners punishment, as consisting in “ everlast- 
ing destruction ;” or with our Lord’s instruction, that this de 
struction is nota destruction of happiness, but of body and 
soul. 

Some affirm that when the term forever is applied to things 
of the present stale, it is to be understood in a limited sense, 
but that when it is applied to things pertaining to a future 
state, itis to be understood in its literal import. Let us test 
this argument. Does not allits force rest upon the principle, 
that things in a future state are necessarily endless? 1s this 
principle trae? Certainly not. Itis no more true that every 
thing which succeeds the present state shall necessarily have 
no end, than it is true that all things which preceded it had 
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necessarily no beginning. We know that other beings began 
to exist before the present state. Noris there any thing in 
the nature of things, which proves that dependent beings may 
not cease to exist after it. All depends on the will of G r 
If the general tenor of scripture testimony respecting future 
punishment, is in favor of a destruction of being, this argu. 
ment, aud all olhers must fall before 11 

Soe suppose that by the destruction of the wicked, 
tended the destruction of their sins; othe ‘rs, the destruction of 
their happiness. ‘The destruction of sin—ot happiness—ofl 
ing, are entirely distinct ideas: each 13 susceptible of defini 
intelligent expression by appropriate language. Llow cet 
our Lord express the latter idea more definitely, than he has 
in Matt. 10:28? “fear him which is able to destriy both 
soul and body in hell.” Ifthis passage, which is so particular 
and definite, 15 considered in connection with 2 ‘Thess. 1: $- 
Ps, 92:7; Ps. 73: 17, &c. 1st possible for an unbiassed mind 
to reject the import advocated ? ‘The doctrine is taught ip 
both testamenis. 

Another arcument ts offered to the consideration of such ag 
desire emancipation from the mental slavery of human sys 
tems, in the fact, that, in the scriptures of truth, no qualifying 
adjectives are ever affired lo the terias elernal life ond immor- 
tality, denoting different hinds of eternal life or immortality. 

Simple imnortality—s imple eternal life, is invariably rep. 
resented as a blessing. If the common opinion is the truth, it 
would have been as necessary for the inspired writers, as it 1s 
for modern preachers, to mi ike a distinction between a . blessed 
and a cursed immortality. The effects of sin and grace are 
not miserable and happy eternal hfe; but death and eternal 
life. ‘“ The wages of sin is death, but the eift of God is eler 
nal life, through Jesus Christ our Lord.” 

It deserves the serious consideration of every one, who 
frembles at the thought of bearing false witness for God, 
whether the occurrence of the term forever, &c. in connection 
with the actual torment of the wicked, in avery few passa- 
ges, can justify us in rejecting the obvious sense of all those 
numerous divine declarations, which plain)y teach in various 
terms the purpose of the Alhinighty, that “ all the wicked will 
he destroy?” Ps. 145: 20. W hich, we ask, is most @.ccor- 
dant with correct rules of interpretation, to insist upon the ht 
eral import of the term forever, (often used to ex press a limited 
duration), and give a figurative construction to the terms 
death, second death, destruction, perdition, lost, coming to an 
end, &e. : ; or to admit the obvious import of these terms, and 
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of our Lord's instruction, that the wicked are to be destroyed 
body and soul, and understand the term forever in a few pas 
sages, (in some of which it is connected with day and night), 
in a limited sense ? 
The affixing of the term spiritual to the term death, as the 
enalty of the law, 1s confounding the penalty with the crime. 
Spiritual death is to be ‘dead in trespasses and sins.” ‘This 
is the sinner’s guell, and distinct from the penally ‘To say 
that the wages of sin 13 spiritual death, is to say that the wa- 
ges of sin is sun. 
The proper import of the term death is the cessation of life, 
or conscious bein. Its linport 1s the same whether applied 
to the body, or spit. Death is the opposite of hile. Like 
other words it 1s sometimes used in a figurative, or metaphor- 
¥ ical sense. The spuit Pay die or cease 10 exist, as may the 
body. On the all sustaining arm of the Infinite all bis creatures 
are depen lent for hfe, and allthis. ILle whu cam create out 
of nothing can command into no‘ hing. 
Although great caution is to be observed in reasoning con- 
> eerning what is, and what is not, consistent with the perfee- 
tions of Him who ‘“ hoeldeth back the face of his throne and 
spreadeth his clond upon it,” we may with holy adimiration 
trace the harmony existing between his revealed perfecuons 
and his revealed purposes. Let it now be candidly consid. 
ered whether the entire destruction of the sinner, subsequent 
to such degrees of torment as the decree of his cuit shall re 
quire, 13 not far more consistent with the revealed character 
ofour Fatherin heaven, than the doctrine of interminable mis- 
erable existence. ‘The supposition that God will hold his ene- 
mies in endless miserable existence, simply because he is able || 
todoi!, isan unpeachment of his character which will not 
be advocated. God’s power is ever regulated by lus benevo- 
lence and justice. Itis argued that sin is an infinite evil, and 
requires an infinite punishinent. ‘To prove that this principle 
furnishes no areument against the plain construction given in 
these pages to the divine declaration, “the wages (i. e. the 
desert) o sinis death ; it is sufficient to remark, that it is ag 
evident that the everlasting destruction of a finite being, ca- 
pable of the eternal knowledge and enjoyment of the Infinite, — 
isaninfinile punishment; as it is, that rebellion against the 4 
Infinite, by a finile being is an infinite evil. God will punish j 
no more than justice requires. Such is his compassion and | 
benevolence he does this only from moral necessity. The | 
voice of infiniie love expostulates with the most incorrigible, | 


“why will ye die?” Wall divine justice be dishonored—will 
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Boly intelligences discern any connivance at iniquity—any 
violation of law——-when the righteous Judge of all, after hay. 
ing apportioned different degrees of bodily aud mental misery 
to “the wicked according to Wee degrees of guilt, shall des. 
troy “body and soul forever?” Because this is not SO terri- 
ble as interminable miserable existence, does it present an 
inadequate motive for repentance or dinunish the proper re. 
straints of sin? Is a father to be charged with presenting hig 
disobedient chil. with an inadequate mottve, because he does 
notthreaten him with the greatest evil he can possibly inflict 3 
Will vou charge Legislatures with not properly restraining 
crime, because they will not consign all crim ils to the tor. 
tures of the rack during their present existence 2? What un. 
biassed inind does not perceive a sufficient appeal to the fears 
of sinful and accountable men, and an adequate motive to all 
who will act vpon rational principles, in the threatening of the 
loss of sll thre slory of lmmertality, and of enduunge lormentgs 
which shill issne in total destruction 2. [f the loss of all those 
emanations of the wisdom, power, and love of the Infinite, 
Which the sinner will be capacitated cternally to behold and 
enjoy, if he will repent, together with the actual suffering of 
protracted, unutterable torment of body and mind antecedent 
to utter destruction, are considerations inadequate to bear on 
an intelligent wind and induce repentance , will even the ex. 
pectation of endless torment be adequate? Is it so in fact 4 
If it is said that although it never is so, without the influence 
of the Spit of God; yet it is more likely to be so with that 
influence, because it is more horrible; [ ask reverently is it 
most likely that the God of ttuth wilt honor truth or a lie ? 
The objector proceeds upon a principle which implicates 
himeelf, if he acdinits of degrees in pumshment ; and whats 


far more serious, he implicates Jesus Christ in the charge of 


diminishing the preper restraints ef sin. The principle ts, 
thatthe pr per restraint to sin, is the threatening of the great. 
est possible punishment. So that when Jesrs C hrs 1 declared 
that some should “be beaten with few stripes,” he deprived 
such persons of the proper restraint to sin! When shall we 
cewse to be wise above what is written? The stppositicn 
that the Alnugh'y restrains sin to the utmost of his power 1s 
contrary to his word and to fact. Is he to be charged with 
hot propvily restraining iniquity, “because sentence against 
an evil woik is not epeedily executed,” in consequence of 
which, “the heart of the sons of meu is fuily set in them to 
do evil 2” or because he does not convert all men to holiness 4 
or because he does not immediately destroy the incorrigible. 
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God is not a man, that he should be the victim of caprice, or 
passion, or power. “ Righteousness and judgment are the 
habitation of his throne.” In governing his moral universe 
and awarding destinies, he is regulated, not by his power, but 
by his justice and benevolence. All who admit dexrees of fu- 
ture punishinent, necessarily believe that God will punish milb 
ions of men less than he is able to do. After all our reason- 
ing, it is obvious, that sin cannot be more effectually res 
trained or excluded from the dominions ofthe Ahnighty, than 
by the final eestruction of his incorrigible enemies. Our belief 
exhibits the glorious scene of'a perfectly holy and happy, unk 
verse, without that sacrifice of justice, and without that inad- 
equate expression of Gol’s displeasure against sin which the 
doctrine of universal salvation manifestly imphes. 

The scriptural and rational doctrine of degrees of punish- 
ment is periectly reconcilable with final destruction of being, 
as it will be preceded by such different degrees of suffering as 
divine justice shall determine. 

It has been asked, with more wit than reason, “ Is it possi- 
ble that God should dhreafen then (the wicked) with putting 
an end to their miseries 2?” We believe no such statement. 
The object «f God’s threatening is not “ putting an end to 
their miseries,” but to ther being, and consequenfly, to all 
hope of life and felicity. An end to their conscious misery is 
indeed necessarily involved in the threatening. So the threat- 
ening ofa certain term of tmprisonment for crime, inplies a 
release at the expiration of such term. But who ever conzid- 
ered such release as anv part of the threatening ? 

{tis supposed from Matt. 25, 41, “that the punishment of 
wicked men will be the same as that of wicked angels, and 
that if the devils could persuade themselves that they should 
be utterly destroyed, “they would believe & be at ease rather 
than tremble.” Letus hear themon this subject. “Let us alone; 
what have we to do with thee, thou Jesus of Nazareth? art 
thou come to des’-oy us? Mark 1,24. Luke 4, 34. Ifthe 
expectation of destruction would set them “ at ease,’’ why did 
they cry out, “ Let us alone?’ Why did they not cry out, 
welcome thou destroyer? If their own testimony is to be ad- 
mitted (and they sometimes spoke the truth) it must be ac- 
knowledged that they expect to be both additionally tor- 
mented and destroyed. Matt. 8, 29. Mark 1, 24, If this tes- 
timony is inadmissible, that of an inspired witness must not be 
rejected. “ Forasrmuch then as the children are partakers of 
flesh and blood, he also himself likewise took part of the same; 
that through death he might destroy him that had the power 














of death, that is, the devil” ¢c. Heb.2, 14. Itis indeed easy 
fo say, that this means that his works shall be destroyed, buy 
how is il proved? By a single declaration of truth that he 

shall exist forever? May not hss works be destroyed, and 
himself also? ‘That-both will be destroyed appears to be te 
vealed, See 1 Jolin, 3, 8, Heb. 2, 14. By what authority 
then do we deny either? 

Prejudice only will affirm that these views have any con. 
nexion with the error of universal salvation, or imply the 
least tevdency towards such a delusion. If we are chargea. 
ble with favoring such a device of the arch adversary, because 
wedeny that God will punish men to the extent o! his power, 
the believer in endless misery, who allows derrees therein, jg 
chargeable with the same. It is no uncommon thine fo; 
erring man to pass from one extreme to another. That the 
preaching of the popular opinion has driven many to the o 
posite extreme of universal salvation is believed. Whether it 
is sO Or not, or whatever doctrine in our fallible opinion, is best 
adapted to restrain or punish sin, the determining question is 
—what hath God said? Whatis the chaff tothe wheat? 

Ifany are disposed to accuse us, because we believe that 
the “ fiery indignation,” which a righteous God has threaten 
ed, “ shall devour the adversaries ;” let them pause, and seri. 
ously consider, lest they be found even charging God foolish. 
ly. 
With all this evidence before me, tell me not.of ‘ deathlesa 
spirits ® and “immortal souls” out of “the bopk of life.” 
Whosoever is not found there, will be “ cast into the lake of 
fire,” whichis “THE SECOND DEATH. Are anv of us specula- 
ting on this awful subject and withholding ‘our hearts from 
our maker? Let us agonize to enter into life. ‘The over- 
whelming conviction that God, and heaven, and i:niuortality 
with its inconceivable clones, are los!-—ALL FOREVER Lost, by 
voluntanly preferring the world to God, will be the bitterest 
ingredient in the last cup of agony of the expiring soul ! 














